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EPSTEIN & GERKEN 
1901 Research Boulevard 
Suite 340 
Rockville, Maryland 20850-3164 
(301)610-7634 

Attorney Docket No.: 2401.143.US 

In re the PATENT application of 

Kenneth M. Adams Examiner: Sarah K. Webb 

Serial No.: 10/689,627 Group Art Unit: 3731 

Filed: October 22, 2003 

For: Angled Tissue Cutting Instruments Having Flexible Inner 

Tubular Members of Tube and Sleeve Construction (As Amended) 



MAIL STOP: PATENT APPLICATION 

Commissioner for Patents 

P.O. Box 1450 

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 

Sir: 

Transmitted herewith are the following documents for filing in the subject patent 
application: 

Request for Reconsideration; and 
Return Receipt Postcard. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Karen M. Gerken 
Registration No. 31,161 


I hereby certify that this correspondence is being deposited with the U.S. Postal Service with 
sufficient postage as first class mail in an envelope addressed to: Mail Stop: Patent Application, 
Commissioner for Patents, P.O. Box 1450, Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1450 on September 14, 2007'. 



SEP 1 7 2007 , 

i#IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 
^SSf^ x Attorney Docket No.: 2401.143.US 


In re the PATENT application of 

Kenneth M. Adams Examiner: Sarah K. Webb 

Serial No.: 10/689,627 Group Art Unit: 3731 

Filed: October 22, 2003 

For: Angled Tissue Cutting Instruments Having Flexible Inner 
Tubular Members of Tube and Sleeve Construction 

REQUEST FOR RECONSIDERATION 

MAIL STOP: PATENT APPLICATION 

Commissioner for Patents 

P.O. Box 1450 

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 

Sir: 

This communication is submitted in response to the Office Action dated July 24, 

2007. 

Claims 1-16 are pending in the subject patent application and stand finally 
rejected by the Examiner. 

Reconsideration of the subject patent application is respectfully requested in 
view of the following remarks. 

The final rejection of claims 1-16 as being unpatentable over Krause et al '350 in 
view of Krause et al '922, Cesarini et al and either Whayne, Stephan et al or Hinohara 
et al is respectfully traversed and believed improper for the following reasons. 

Independent claim 1 recites "an elongate flexible inner tubular member ... 
comprising ... an elongate tubular body .... a flexible region along said body said 


